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+c. CALVIN WARINER 1 Dear Joe:
asnn SRS Although there is no obligation to respond to your voluntary response to our
W invocation of the provisions of F.S. §57.105, I cannot resist the urge to do so.
T The claims against Bradley Edwards were a blatant effort at intimidation when they
TogE S were filed by your predecessor counsel—a fact they apparently found the courage to
" HASNGTON D recognize leading to their withdrawal. The claims had no good faith basis when
A originally filed, they have no good faith basis now, and your letter of June 16 only
R i UGG serves to confirm your recognition that you are on a fishing expedition designed to
TomG. HoPR harass Mr. Edwards while you search to piece together fragments of suspicion into a
VINGENT L. LEGRSARD, . cover for Mr. Epstein’s misconduct.
RoBERT I FTCHER
ﬁ"&% Scott Rothstein’s crimes are not a substitute for evidence against Bradley Edwards.
BN 8. K The complicity of others in Rothstein’s crimes is not a substitute for evidence against

Bradley Edwards. The damage sustained by the victim’s of Rothstein’s crimes is not a
substitute for evidence that Epstein was damaged by Bradley Edwards beyond
Epstein’s self-inflicted damage of being obliged to pay for his own aberrant
victimization of children.

You have no viable theory of damages. You have no evidence of any act on the part
of Bradley Edwards other than the vigorous and successful prosecution of legitimate
claims on behalf of his clients. You have no basis for seeking to prosecute affirmative
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claims while your client attempts to hide behind the shield of the Fifth Amendment.
You have no excuse for persisting in the assertion of the right to remain silent in the
context of this litigation while your client is shooting his mouth off with self-serving
public statements and not-so-private threats.

As to your comments regarding discovery, the disclosure of documents to others (in
the context of a confidentiality agreement that recognizes common interesis) proves
that Bradley Edwards has nothing to hide from anyone. However, Mr. Epstein is a
vicious, unscrupulous, filthy rich adversary who cannot and will not be trusted with
anything except that which the law entitles him to have when and only when the law
says he is entitled to get it.

You and your firm have been seduced by Mr. Epstein’s nearly limitless resources and
ensnared in his very dirty web. Fortunately for you, you have the power to break free
if you choose to.
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